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UNJTFJ) STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT Of COLUMBIA 



VIRGIL M, ROGERS, 

Plaintiff, 
v. 

KAREN JOHNSON-NGRMAN, 

Defendant, 



Civil Action no 06-1186 (ESHtfDAR) 



PLAINTIFF'S ANSWER TO DEFFNlMNj "S MUST AND SECOND SET OF 
INTERROGATORIES AND REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION 

I. Identify each pcrr-.t>n having any knowledge or information that supports, contradicts, 
refers to, or relates to my of the allegations m forth in paragraphs 37, and 45-5 1 of vow 
-Amended Complaint and describe with particularity the knowledge of each such person, 

ANSWER PiainlifT « 5 himself a*ure of die credit inquiry alleged hi the Amended 
Complaint and by information and belief the defendant Karen Johmon-Nornuu) has 
knowledge of the ailegaaons. Plaintiff beiievss that James Fisher, President of Wells 
hargo Financial Acceptance Corporation also has knowledge of this inquiry as Plaintiff 
contacted that entity and inquired of tie substance of this intrusion 

2. IdeniirV all facts that support die allegations m paragraphs 36, and 45-53 of you 
Ainanded Complaint ilukt Ms. Johnson Nonnan "obtained or caused to be obtained a 
consumer report containing private tntbematton abotn Rogers from ot thtvugh a tredti 
reporting agency .*• Including the date that the alleged err J"it inquiry . 

ANSWER An unauibonzed credit in-auiry was perpcOalcd upon Plaintiffs credit file 
•it bxperian on/about April 25, 2004. Tae inquirer was Wtfh Far^o Financial Acceptance 
Corporation in Philadeiphia, PA Plaintiff did not authorize anv such inquiry in writing 
oi oraily. By mfonnation and behel the oca* person kaown bv Plaintiff to be einptoved 
by any Wells Fargo Compaaj is Kmn Johnsun-Noniian Plaintiff contacted WFFAC and 
inquired but did not disclose defendant's name because be did not want to cause 
defendant any problems at her employment. However, ddfcndanl ai the time of this 
inquiry had sought and received a frivolous and invalid CPO in D.C. Superior Court 
despite the feet that Plaintiff had not engaged in any conduct warranting that action and 
haJ not had any contaci with defeodani in years. B\ inrbrmauon and belief detendatf 
holds a grudge against Plaintiff for some unknown reason and therefore peipeualed the 
inquiry & question in furtherance of thai grudge. 

3. Identify all documents that support, contradict, refer to, or relate to your allegations in 
paragraphs 36, and 45-5 1 of your o-.rnplaint. 

ANSWER : Fapcnan Credit Repun number 2209620732 indicates and documents the 
credit inquiry from WFf AC on April 25, 2004, 



in 
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4. Identify your F1CO Score wilh each of the three major credit reporting agencies (Equifax, 
Etperian, and TransUnion) as of February 2007. 

ANSWER: Plaintifl is without sufficient knowledge to answer this interrogatory . 

5. identify your FICO score with each of the three major credit repontni- agencies i Equifax 
Experian, and Tnuttunuw > between January 2004 and March 2004 

ANSWER: Plaintiff is withoul sufficient knowledge to answer ii»is interrogatory 

Identify your PICO score w idi e ac h of the three major credit rep 
Experian, and TransUnion) between May 2004 and July 2004. 

ANSWER: Plaintiff is without sufficient knowledge so answer this interrogatory 

?. Identify all damages you have suffered as a result of the allegations contained in Count i 
ot your Amended Complaint, including ihe basis for and calculation of those damages. 

Answer: Plaintiffs damages have not been fully realized and explored as of the 

date of this interrogatory. He his suffered an intrusive, degrading, and illegal invasion 
inso his private credit information whk h he believes was perpetrated bv defendant via 
contacts or professional affiliation with WFFAC. Thm has perpetuated 'his emotional 
distress and mental anguish and exposed him to possible identity theft, misuse, 
exploitation, and other (onus of harassment Actual damages have not be?n fully 
dis< ovcred as of the date of this writing. 

t. Identify any of > our loans and debts that have been disc harged vwthout full repay menl oi 
satisfaction within the past 1 years, including, but not limited to, voluntary or 
involuntary bankruptcies. 

ANSVi ER : Plaintiff decline;, to answer this question in accordance with his meet and 
confer with de.fend.3nt 

9. Identify any and all accounts that are currently more than 20 da\s past-due or an} 
accounts that had been more than 30 days past-due between January 1, 2004 and the 
present. 

ANSWER : By information and belief there are no accounts within these parameters 

10. Identify *iFJ communications you have had wilh Wells Farco, whether oral or written, for 
any purpose, including, bu; not limited to loans, acccHmte f "outsianding. balances, and 
credit inquiries 

ANSWER ' By information and belief, Plaintiff has not engaged in any business 
communications with Wells Fargo for credit or busine k> purposes at am "time .a the prior 
10 yean, 

11. Identify if you have ever been a Wells Fargo Customer, and if so: (a) identify the time 
period that you were a customer, including the end date if you are no longer a Wells 
Fargo customer; (b) identify ihc number of transactions you were involved in wuh Wells 
Fargo; (c) Far each transaction, describe she nature and type of transaction and the 
approximate dollar value associated with each transaction. 

A NS WER A i some point during his life, Mr Rogers was a consumer customer oi 
Wells Fargo By information and belief he has no? initiated am consumer activitv with 
Wells Fargo in over 10 years. Due to the long period of time since he was a customer, he 
lacks sufficient records or knowledge to describe any transactions over 10 years ago 
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12, Identify anv loans yon have applied tor from January J , 2004 in the orefcw? and for each 
loan identify: <n) 4k anount of (be too applied for; (b) the prospective lender, whether 
you were approved for or denied the loan ^ ■ -.-.W* 

ANSWER : Piaxntiff declines to answer this oue-nion so accordance with his meei and confer 
with derenaant. 

13, Identic each person thai advised you with respcci to my document frtcd in rhis action or 
that crated you in researching, drafting, writing, or fifing any document filed in thl< 
action tnclndtng bui not hmitcd 16, whether the person has legal framing, which 
documents the person assisted you with, aid the substance r.f their assistance, 

Documeai Prydattiqa 

1 .: Documents supporting, relating to, or pro* log any allegation contained m Coun! I uf 
the Amended Complaint: 

Produced Page 16 of txpenao Credil report number 2209620732 cbied July 14. 
2005 and letter vrtuzn by Mr Rogers to WFFAC about ihc inquiry which did not 
accM? or mention defendant by name to prtneel her privacy. 

2. See document from #1 

3-6. Piainuil doesu^t possess this documentation as indicated in his meet and confer with 



7. All written communications between you snd Weils Fargo, leptnjfess of who 

initiated the communication, induding, buc do». iimaed re. and communications 
relating to authorized oi unauthorized cmhi inquiries, loans. account, 1 *, or offers of 
Credit 

3> information and belief the only correspondence pertaining to the issues in 
PbiffiifTs custody is produced in #1 above. He doesn't posses the original 
coroapondenc* he sent to WFFAC or there initial (espouse The above is his follow 
up letter which was never a<M*efsd. 

ANSWER; By information and belief, there are no individuals within these parameters. 

kn^d TUlderpenalty ofpei * ttry tkit ** fmc BP*W «s mie and correct to the best of my 
riled March 7. 2007 

VIRGIL ROGERS 



